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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . The Applicant's arguments regarding the addition of title "Brief Summary of 
Invention" is not persuasive. And the Applicant is required to add the title within 
the specifications see MPEP 608.01 (a)[R-3]. And further, the Applicant's has not 
amended the Abstract as requested from previous office action, thus the 
objection to the specification stands. 

2. The Applicant's argument's regarding the 35 USC §112 1 st U of claims 18 and 41 
are not persuasive. As amendment still does not limit the base claim as indicated 
in the previous office action. In particular, the base claim discloses an singular 
intermediary server and dependent claim 1 8 and 41 discloses an plurality of 
intermediary servers. And further the amendment of claims 18 and 41 is also 
rejected under 35 USC § 1 12 2 rd U has being indefinite, as the base claim recites 
transferring login authentication data to one intermediary server, then later the 
dependent claims recites transferring login authentication data from each of 
plurality of intermediary servers. Thus the amendment has not sufficiently 
overcome the 35 USC § 112 1 st U & 35 USC § 112 2 rd U rejection. 

3. And further the applicant's arguments regarding Shambroom(U.S. Patent 
5,923,756) not having control access feature using Single Sign On is not 
persuasive. As Shambroom discloses the control access feature using Single 
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Sign On to specific information see Col 7 Ln 59-64 & Col 8 Ln 27-40 & Col 9 Ln 
46-52 and further forming an subset of all information associated with the host 
server using login information see Col 8 Ln 19-26 & Col 8 Ln 41-67 & Col 10 Ln 
39-60. 

4. The Applicant's arguments regarding Claim 17,23,40 and 46 are not persuasive. 
And further the applicant's arguments regarding accounting data and 
configuration file/log file not being the same document as present invention is not 
persuasive. In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 321-22, 13 USPQ2d 1320, 1322 (Fed. Cir. 
1989), "During patent examination the pending claims must be interpreted as 
broadly as their terms reasonably allow... The reason is simply that during patent 
prosecution when claims can be amended, ambiguities should be recognized, 
scope and breadth of language explored, and clarification imposed... An 
essential purpose of patent examination is to fashion claims that are precise, 
clear, correct and unambiguous. Only in this way can uncertainties of claim 
scope be removed, as much as possible, during the administrative process". 

5. The Applicant's arguments regarding Claim 51 and 52 are not persuasive. And is 
rejected along the same lines as Claim 18 and 40 above. 

6. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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Response to Amendment 
Claim Objections 

7. The numbering of claims is not in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .126 which requires 
the original numbering of the claims to be preserved throughout the prosecution. 
When claims are canceled, the remaining claims must not be renumbered. 
When new claims are presented, they must be numbered consecutively 
beginning with the number next following the highest numbered claims previously 
presented (whether entered or not). 

Misnumbered claim 51 has been renumbered 52. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

8. Claim 18 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, because the 
claim is not limiting as Claim 1 and 26, respectively, discloses "...an intermediary 
server...", which implies a singular intermediary server, however claim 18 
discloses "...plurality of intermediary servers...", which implies multiple 
intermediary server, and hence improper claim form see MPEP 2164.08[R-2]. 



9. Claims 19-23, and 51 are rejected by the virtue of their dependency on Claim 18. 

10. Claims 42-46, and 52 are rejected by the virtue of their dependency on Claim 26. 



11. Claim 18 and 41 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
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which applicant regards as the invention. The use of the term "...a plurality of..." 
renders the claim indefinite. 

12. Claims 19-23, and 51 are rejected by the virtue of their dependency on Claim 18. 

13. Claims 42-46, and 52 are rejected by the virtue of their dependency on Claim 26. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

14. Claim 1-12,14-16, 18, 20-22, 24-39, 41, 43-45, 47-52, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 5,923,756 to Shambroom. 



15. Regarding Claim 1, 26 Shambroom discloses connecting to an network 
server(intermediary server) from a client processor see Col 6 Ln 21-27; 
transferring the client login authentication data provided by the intermediary 
server to host server and granting the user access to information associated with 
host server when client login authentication data is transferred to the host server 
see Col 5 Ln 13-35;access to specific information forming an subset of all 
information associated with the host server is dependent on login authentication 
data see Col 10 Ln 39-60 and also the arguments above. 



16. Regarding Claim 2 and 27, The transferring of client login authentication 

information, consists of first transferring the client login authentication information 
to client from intermediary server and then transferring the client login 
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authentication data to host server from the client is disclosed by Shambroom see 
Col 5 Ln 36-55. 

17. Regarding Claim 3, The client includes a client software program and this 
program used to transfer the login authentication information from the 
intermediary device and the client program is used to transfer the login 
authentication .data to the host server is disclosed by Shambroom see Col 5 Ln 
10-35. 

1 8. Regarding Claim 4 and 28, Shambroom discloses the use of SSL for connection 
between client and network server, and the use of Kerberos authentication 
protocol for connection between network server and the host as well as between 
client and host see Col 5 Ln 28-35 & Col 7 Ln 14-51 & Col 9 Ln 56-64. 

19. Regarding Claim 5 and 29, Shambroom discloses the first web server software 
program for providing a first website and second server program for providing 
second website see Col 1 0 Ln 25-54. 



20. Regarding Claim 6, Shambroom discloses the transferring of client authentication 
information to host server through a intermediary server see Fig. 1 item 300. 
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21 . Regarding Claim 7 and 8, 30 and 31 , Shambroom discloses the web browser 
from the client is used to communicate between client and intermediary server 
see Col 7 Ln 14-24; and also discloses the communication between intermediary 
server and host server through an CGI interface see Col 10 Ln 1-15; further 
discloses the host server having a private key for decrypt which the examiner 
asserts suggests an program see Col 9 Ln 37-54. 

22. Regarding Claim 9, 32, Shambroom discloses a client processor being a 
computer see Col 1 Ln 21-34. 

23. Regarding Claim 10, Shambroom discloses the logging in with user credentials 
see Col 5 Ln 17-27 & Col 9 Ln 2-14. 

24. Regarding Claim 1 1 , Shambroom discloses the comparing of user credential 
against a list see Col 9 Ln 46-54. 

25. Regarding Claim 12, 35, Shambroom discloses the list being an ACL(Access 
Control List) which control information that is sent to destination server see Col 9 
Ln 46-54. 
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26. Regarding Claim 14 and 15, 20 and 21, 37 and 38, 43 and 44, Shambroom 
discloses the specific information being a electronic document(contained within 
the database) see Col 8 Ln 27-40 & Col 4 Ln 22-39. 

27. Regarding Claim 16, 22, 39, 45, Shambroom discloses the file includes text data, 
binary data, still image data, moving image data and audio data see Col 11 Ln 8- 
14. 

28. Regarding Claim 18, 41, Shambroom discloses the number of intermediary 
devices see Fig. 6A item 700 and item 840. 

29. Regarding Claim 24, 47, Shambroom discloses the use of internet see Fig. 3 
item 450. 

30. Regarding Claim 25, 48, Shambroom discloses the transferring of data in 
encrypted format see Col 7 Ln 40-51 . 

31 . Claim 26 is rejected under the same rationale as Claim 1 above. 

32. Regarding Claim 33, Shambroom discloses the use of password associated with 
the user and matching of this password see Col 8 Ln 41-50 & Col 9 Ln 46-54. 
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33. Regarding Claim 49 and 50 are rejected under the same rationale as Claim 1 
above. 



34. Regarding Claim 51 and 52, Shambroom discloses the logging-in to one of the 
plurality of intermediary servers from the client processor which intermediary 
server the client is logged into see Col 9 Ln 15-36. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

35. Claim 17, 23, 40, 46, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent 5,923,756 to Shambroom in view of U.S. Patent 5,898,780 to 
Liu et al. (hereinafter Liu). 

36. Regarding Claim 17, 23, 40, 46, Shambroom does not disclose the reviewing, 
modifying and deleting of documents. However, Liu discloses the reviewing, 
modifying and deleting of documents see Col 8 Ln 26-59. It would be obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include in the 
invention of the reviewing, modifying and deleting of documents in the invention 
of Shambroom in order to have an updated and current file as taught in Liu see 
Col. 8 Ln 49-55. 



Conclusion 
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37. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). A shortened statutory period for reply to 
this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

38. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Venkatanarayanan Perungavoor whose 
telephone number is 571-272-7213. The examiner can normally be reached on 
8-4:30. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 571-272-3799. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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39. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 



Venkatanarayanan Perungavoor 

Examiner 
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